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But while the monitorial methods met a great edu-
cational emergency in the United States, they were
clearly mechanical, inelastic, and without psychological
foundation. Naturally their sway could not last long,
and as public sentiment for education increased,, and
enlarged material resources enabled the people to make
greater appropriations for education, the obvious defects
of the monitorial system became more fully appreciated
and brought about its abandonment. It gave way to
the more psychological conceptions of PestalozzI and
to those afterward formulated by Froebel and Herbart.
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